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This Community Relations Plan outlines public involvement and information activities to be conducted 

during the cleanup of the IMonticello Mill Tailings Superfund Site and Monticello Vicinity Properties 

Superfund Site in Monticello, Utah. In the past, separate Community Relations Plans were developed 

for the Monticello Mill Tailings Site and the Monticello Vicinity Properties. This current plan 

incorporates the two Superfund projects and includes information on activities designed to inform and 

educate the public regarding the Monticello Surface and Ground Water Remedial Action Project. 

The U S .  Department of Energy (DOE), with oversight provided by the U.S. Environmental I 
Protection Agency @PA) and the State of Utah, has primary responsibility for managing remedial 

activities at these sites. This Community Relations Plan has been developed by the US. Department 

of Energy and all community relations activities comply with the Comprehensive Environmental 

Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) administrative record and public participation 

requirements, as amended by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA); the 

Nationall Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP); and EPA and DOE 

guidance on public participation and administrative records. 

This Community Relations Plan is based on interviews, discussions, and lletters received from the 

pub1 ic, and comments and questions raised during community involvement meetings. These activities 

were performed from June 1992 through February 1995. 

Detailed technical information on the selected remedies and on major components of the remedial 

action is condensed to allow more focus on community relations issues. Technical information on the 

remedies and remedial design and remedial action can be found in the August 1990 Declaration for 

the Record of Decision and Record of Decision Summary for the Monticello Mill Tailings Site and the 

November 1989 Monticello Vicinity Properties Project Declaration for the Record of Decision and 

Record of Decision Summary for the Monticello Vicinity Properties Project. Both documents are in 

the administrative record at the Monticello Area Office, Abajo Building, 95 Ih South Main, 

Monticello. Utah 84535. They are also llocated in the DOE Public Reading Room in the Technical 

Library at the Grand Junction Projects Office, 2597 B 3/4 Road, Grand Junction, 

Colorado 81502. 

DOE/Grand Junction Ptqjects Office  draft Final Community Relations Plan . 
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B. Site Description 
Locat ion 
The city of Monticello is located in San Juan County, Utah, which occupies the southeastern comer of 

Utah (see Figure 1). The Monticello Mmill Tailings Site, or millsite, is located in the southeast corner 

of the city of Monticello. The city lies in the Paradox basin just east of the Abajo Mountains and 

north of Montezuma Creek. The major highway in the Monticello area is U.S. Highway 191, which 

runs generally in a north-south direction, connecting Monticello with Moab 56 miles to the north and 

with Blanding 22 miles to the south. The millsite lies within the floodplain of Montezuma Creek, a 

small perennial stream with,headwaters in the Abajo Mountains. 

Monticello Mill Tailings Site - Operable Units @Us) I 
Because of the complexity of the Monticello Mill Tailings Site, the Department of Energy has divided 

the work into three manageable components called "Operable Units." 

Operable Unit I-MonticeUlo Millsite Tailings and Millsite Froperty 1 
Operable Unit (OU) I includes the 1 10-acre milllsite, the tailings impoundment areas, and areas where 

tailings removed from the peripheral properties and the Monticello Vicinity Properties are stockpiled 

(see Figure 2). The volume of tailings at OLJ I will total approximately 2.6 million cubic yards once 

peripheral and vicinity property cleanup is completed. 

The remedial action selected in the 1990 Record of Decision1 (ROD), and reconfirmed by the U.S. 
Department of Energy Assistant Secretary for Environmental IManagement in 1994, involves 

excavation of the tailings and disposal in an on-site repository. The repository will1 be located on 

approximately 40 to 60 acres of the 850 acres of DOE-owned land south of the former mill location. 

;The repository will lhe designed to meet all Federal and State requirements, environmental laws, and 

technical standards. These standards require that the repository be effective for up to 1,OOO years to 

the extent reasonably achievable and that escape of radon gas be controlled within acceptable limits. 

The cleanup remedy addresses the principal threats at the site, which are associated with radon 

emissions and direct exposure to gamma radiation from the existing mill tailings piles. 

Draft Final CommunityBe1ation.s Plan DOElGrand Junction Projects Office 
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Figure 1 .  Monticello, Utah, Regional' Location Map 
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Figure 2. Locations of the Monticello Millsite and Monticello Vicinity Properties 
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Other components of the remedial action include: 
8 Capping of the repository to protect the ground water, isolate the waste from the 

environment, and control the escape of radon gas. 

Construction of surface-water controls for use during remedial action construction activities 

and for the repository. 

Treatment of contaminated runoff water and construction/dewatering water collected during 

construction activities in accordance with applicable standards before release to the 

environment; disposal of residuals in the repository or another licensed repository. 

Revegetation of the millsite and repository site. 

Long-term surveillance and environmental monitoring to ensure the effectiveness of the 

cleanup and compl iance with ground-water and surface-water standards. 

e 

@ 

8 

e 

e Access control, as necessary. 

Operable Unit II-Peripheral Properties 

Peripheral properties consist of private and DOEawned properties peripheral to the millsite that are 

contaminated by windblown or streamdeposited tailings or by residual radioactive material from ore 

buying stations. Streamdeposited tailings *A mile downstream of the millsite are included in 

Operable Unit I. Streamdeposited tailings lbeyond that are included in Operable Unit 111. Peripheral 

properties contain approximately 300,000 cubic yards of tailings and other contaminated material. 

The cleanup remedy for the peripheral properties is removal of the contaminated materials and 

relocation to the east millsite tailings pile for temporary storage. Other components of the cleanup 

remedy include revegetation after removal. of the tailings and use of institutional controls, such as 
limitations of access or use. Ultimate disposal is in the on-site repository described for OU I. 

Operable Unit IEI-Monticello Surface- and Ground-Water Remedial Action Project 
OU 111 includes investigation and required cleanup of ground water, surface water, and stream- 

deposited contaminants in IMontezuma Creek Canyon. 

monitoring is being performed on a regular basis for contamination of the shallow alluvial aquifer 

underlying the tailings piles, the Montezuma Creek valley, for surface water on the millsite, and for 

approximately 3 miles downstream. The shallow aquifer, which is in direct hydraulic contact with 

Montezuma Creek, is not presently used as a private or public drinking water source. However, it is 

A water monitoring program is in place and1 

DOE/Grand Junction PrSjects Office Draft Finall Community Relations Plan 
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lbeing used for agricultural1 purposes. A deeper aquifer, Burro Canyon, is used as a drinking water 

supply. Contamination has not been detected in the Burro Canyon aquifer. 

I 

A Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) is currently being conducted for the surface and 

ground water at and downgradient of the millsite and for contaminated soils and sediment deposited 

downstream of OU I1 along Montermma Creek. The investigation will also include studies on what 

effect the cleanup of the millsite will have on surface- and ground-water restoration. As specified in 

the 1990 Record of Decision, a separate Record of Decision will lbe issued for OU 111 when sufficient 

data are available to make a decision on the need for remedial action. I 

I Monticello Vicinity Properties Site 

Throughout the operating period of the Monticello mill, tailings from the millsite were used in the 

city of Monticello for construction lpurposes. These tailings were used as fill for open lands; backfill 

around water, sewer, and electrical lines; sub-hase for driveways, sidewalks, and concrete slabs; 

backfill against basement foundations; and as sand mix in concrete, plaster, and mortar. Tailings may 

also have been carried from the millsite by wind and water erosion. 

The Record of IDecision for the Monticello Vicinity Properties was signed in 1989. The remedy 

selected was to remove radioactively contaminated material and replace it with clean materials. The 

contaminated materials are being relocated temporarily to the millsite and will be disposed of with the 

millsite tailings in a permanent disposal site. A total of 410 residences and business are being cleaned 

up under the Monticello Vicinity Properties (MVP) Project. As of January 1995, approximately 305 

of those ,properties have been remediated. 

Site Backmound 
The original Monticello mill was constructed in 1942. It was financed by the U.S. government 

through its agent, the Defense Plant Corporation, to provide an additional source of vanadium needed 

during World War 11. The mill1 was operated from 1942 through 1959 for the government by private 

companies either under leases or through cost-type contracts to produce both uranium and vanadium, 

with uranium being the lprimary product after 1949. 

Mill operations were terminated on January 1, 1960, and the plant was dismantled by the end of 
1964. The mill tailings piles were stabilized from 1961 to 1962. IRemoval of contaminated soils from 

Draft Final CommunitySBelations Plan DOE/Grand Junction Projects Ofhce 
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associated ore-buying stations was undertaken between May 1974 and August 1975. The mill 

foundations also were demolished and bulldozed into adjacent pits during this same period of time. 

During its years of operation, the mill1 processed an estimated 900,000 tons of ore. 

DOE, under the authority of the Atomic Energy Act, initiated the Surplus Facilities Management 

Program (SFMP) in 1978 to ensure safe caretaking and decommissioning of government facilities that 

had been retired from service but which still had radioactive contamination. In 1980, the Monticello 

Mill Tailings Site was accepted into the SFMP, and the Monticello Remedial Action Project was 

established to minimize the levels of radioactivity on the government-owned millsite to safe levels, to 

dispose of or contain the tailings in an environmentally safe manner, and to perform remedial action 

on off-site (vicinity) properties that had been contaminated by radioactive material from the mill 

operations. 

In 1983, remedial1 activities for vicinity properties were separated from the Monticello Mill Tailings 

Site with the establishment of the Monticello Vicinity Properties Project. Both the Monticello Mill 

Tailings Site and MVP are currently administered by the Grand Junction Projects m i c e  (GJPO) of 

DOE, located in Grand Junction, Colorado. In the summer of 1984, DOE began cleanup of 

properties that exceeded levels for inclusion in the program. In October 1984, the Monticello Vicinity 

Properties Project was lproposed for inclusion on the National Priorities List (NPL) and was formally 

included on the NPL on June 10, 1986. In November 1989, the Monticello Mill Tailings Site was 

included on the NPL. As a result, cleanup activities must comply with requirements of the 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980, as amended by 

the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986. 

I 

On Decemher 19, 1988, DOE, EPA. and1 the State of Utah signed a Federal Facilities Agreement 

(FFA). The primary lpurpose of the FFA is to ensure that the environmental impacts associated with 

past and present activities at the IMonticello site are thoroughly investigated and that appropriate 

response action is taken and completed as necessary to protect the public health and the environment. 

The FFA also establishes rules and1 responsibilities of DOE, EPA, and the State of Utah. 

DOE/Grand Junction Prqjwts Oftice Draft Final Community Relations Plan 
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On November 29, 1989, DOE, €PA, and the State of Utah entered into a Record1 of Decision that 

formally selected the cleanup plan for the mill tailings contamination at the Monticello Vicinity 

Properties. On September 20, 1990, DOE entered into a Record of Decision that formally selected 

the cleanup plan for the Monticello Mill Tailings Site (Operable Units I and 11). Remediation of 

Operable Unit 111, Monticello Surface Water and Ground Water, will be addressed in a separate 

Record of Decision as it requires implementation of the selected remedy for Operable Units I andl 11. 

In April 1993, a re-evaluation of the disposal alternatives was initiated. One factor contributing to the 

decision to re-evaluate the on-site alternative was the high cost of the repository. The secondary 

concern was that the repository, as it was originally designed, was not constructible. The design was 

determined to be unacceptable based on a performance assessment which indicated that the repository 

would not be protective of State ground-water protection regulations. In December 1994, the U.S. 
Department of Energy Assistant Secretary of Environmental Management decided to uphold the 

original remedy selected in the 1990 Record of ;Decision and to construct a repository using a design 

that ensured protection of ground water. 

Nature and Extent of Contamination1 

The principal radiological risk to the publlic health and environment comes from radioactive materials 

contained in the uranium tailings piles that produce radon gas and gamma radiation. Generally, 

85 lpercent of the total radioactivity originally in uranium-bearing ore remains after removal of the 

uranium. 

Radon gas migrates through the tailings into the atmosphere. Radon can damage sensitive lung tissues 

if inhaled over a long period of time, potentially resulting in lung cancer. Gamma radiation is emitted 

from the tailings. Gamma radiation can penetrate the entire body, damaging cells and potentially 

resulting in other types of cancer. 

The uranium mill tailings potentially represent a long-term health hazard. The pathways of exposure 

to people are illustrated in Figure 3. Potential radiologic human health hazards can occur from 

external exposure of the whole body to gamma radiation; breathing radon that has accumulated in 

buildings; drinking contaminated ground or surface water; and eating plants or animals that may have 

absorbed radioactivity. 

Draft Final CommunityAalations Plan DOE/Grand Junction Projects Office 
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The principal nonradioactive risk to the public health and the environment results from the presence 

of toxic elements normally present in mill tailings. Some of these elements are arsenic, copper, lead, 

molybdenum, selenium, uranium, vanadium, and1 zinc, which may cause negative health effects. 

The amount of mill1 tailings and contaminated soils on the site, on peripheral properties, and 
throughout the city of Monticello that will require cleanup is approximately 2.6 million cubic yards. 

More than 400 vicinity properties are expected to be included in the Monticello Vicinity Properties 

Site. Peripheral properties contain approximately 300,000 cubic yards of tailings and other 

contaminated material. 

DOE/Grand Junction Projects Office Draft Final CommUnity Relations Plan 
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C. Community Profile, Key Issues, and1 Concerns 
Comrnunitv Profile 

Monticello is located on the edge of the Manti-LaSal National Forest in the southeastern corner of 

Utah and near the southern entrance to Canyonlands National Park. According to the 1990 Census, 

the population of IMonticello was 1,800. City officials estimate the population fluctuates between 

1,700 and 1,900 people. The small population results in a community where elected officials know, 

and are known by, most of the area’s residents. Residents of IMonticello appreciate the area as a 

desirable place to raise a family because of the good schools, open uncrowded space, low crime rate, 

and multiple cultures. 

Monticello is the county seat of San Juan County, which has a population of about 12,600. 

Approximately 50% of this number is Native American. The majority of the Native Ameticans live 

in the Navajo Nation portion of San Juan County, which is 66 miles south of Monticello. The White 

Mesa Ute community is located 40 miles from Monticello on U.S. Highway 1191. With a lpopulation 

of about 330, this community is part of the Ute IMountain Ute Tribe in southwest Colorado with 

headquarters in Towaoc. 

Monticello’s economy revolves around farming, ranching, and tourism. Although severely limited by 

the lpoor availability of water, agriculture is the major source of income. Of significant local economic 

and demographic influence are the boom-and-bust cycles that characterize the mining and oil and gas 

industries. Many members of the community were formerly involved in the mining or milling 

process. The declining domestic uranium market has virtually eliminated much of the mineral 

extraction industry in San Juan County. . 

San Juan County is an economically depressed area. Per capita personal income is about $8,000, the 

lowest in the State of Utah, which is ranked 45th out of 50 states in per capita personal income. The 

unemployment rate is 18.5%. Although poor in per capita income, San Juan County is rich in natural 

resources and home to some of the most scenic country in the West. The county contains one 

National Park, three State Parks, and Lake Powell. The surrounding Abajo Mountains are popular for 

ihackpacking. camping, off-road driving, snow-mobiling, and cross-country skiing. 

There are many small businesses in the communities of Blanding and Monticello. Currently, Federal, 

State, and local government agencies are the largest employers in the county. 

DOE/Grand Junction P~ojects Office Draft Final Community Relations Plan 
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Issues and1 Concerns 

This section discusses community issues and concerns involved with the Monticello projects. These 

concerns and issues were identified through interviews with city and county officials, property 

owners, and local residents and businesses and through direct comments, written and verbal, received 

from concerned citizens. These interviews were held on a periodic basis from June 1992 through 

February 1995. 

Key Issues Related to the Monticello Projects 

Hea I t h Concerns 

The local uranium mining and processing industry has employed many local residents since the 1940s. 1 
Many citizens or their relatives have lived near or made their livelihood from the uranium mining and 

milling industries. Because of this, overall community concern about contamination in Monticello is 

relatively low. Many residents firmly believe that there is no danger from the current location of the 

tailings and that the high level of cleanup, such as removal of tailings underneath existing roads and 

golf course greens, is inappropriate. However, not everyone feels this way. I 
Several residents interviewed were concerned about health hazards from allergies to cancer. 

Residents expressed concern about breathing in dust from the millsite, believing that the hazards from 

inhaling the dust were greater than leaving the tailings in place. Some people interviewed had 

questions ahout the risks of radiation and contamination on the millsite and would like these topics 

explained further. Residents have also questioned the priorities of cleaning up the cemetery before 

cleaning up homes where contamination could affect the health of a family. 

The communlity interviews conducted hy the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry 

(ATSDR) for its puhlic health assessment of the site have also increased general public awareness and 

concern regarding lhealth issues. In 11993. a health survey was conducted by Ithe city of Monticello 

with helip from local physicians. This survey was provided to the ATSDR for use in its assessment of 

health risks. 
I 

Several residents expressed concern regarding the presence of mill tailings in their homes and the 

effects it could have on the health of their children. Other residents felt that DOE had1 not explained 

the risks very welll, and, that over the years, different people had told them different things about the 

levels present in their homes. Home owners frequently expressed frustration with the inadequacy of 

Draft Finall CommunityBdations Plan DOElGrand Junction Projects Office . 
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explanations of numbers relating to monitoring of dust, air quality, and radon levels. The 

Southeastern Utah District Health Department has expressed concern that present and future 

downstream uses of Montezuma Creek water be taken into consideration in the final cleanup plan to 

provide health protection for all present and potential users. 

Transportation Impacts 

Now that the decision has been reconfirmed to keep the tailings on site, community sentiment 

regarding transportation impacts and highway safety has lessened considerably. However, there is 

still some confusion about the number of trucks that will be traveling on the highway. Citizens have 

expressed concerns regarding increased truck traffic near the millsite. 

concerned about dust caused by truck traffic. 

Some citizens are also 

h a d  Damage 

Wear and tear on the roads in and around1 Monticello caused by project traffic has been, and 

continues to be, a major concern of municipal and county ofiicials and Monticello residents. I 

Economic Impacts 

Because of the sluggish economy of San Juan County, the State of Utah Job Services, San Juan 

County commissioners, and city officials would like to have 1DOE use more local contractors for the 

work and more local businesses for supplies. This sentiment has been echoed by residents and the 

news media. Many citizens lhave the perception that there are "boatloads" of workers coming from 

Grand Junction, Colorado, and question efforts being made to hire locally. Citizens also have 

questions on lhow many people would be hired locally and whether local truck drivers would be hired. 

The IMonticello Economic/Tourism Development Council is concerned about tourism and recreation 

being affected by the construction of the repository. People are interested in knowing more about the 

kind of signs that would1 be placed near the repository, lhow the repository would look from the road, 

and potentially negative impressions on tourists. 

During public meetings and community interviews, many questions were asked regarding the location 

and appearance of the south site repository, including questions concerning cap design, physical 

location, slope considerations, physical security, and type of fencing. Residents and city officials 

DOE/Grand Junction Pmjects Office Draft Final Community Relations Plan 
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have asked where the rock for the cover would come from and1 how much truck traffic could be 

expected from transportation of the rock. 

The city of Monticello is especially interested in having input into the cell design. The county wants 

to know more about the repository design and the kinds of signage that would be used. Most of those 

interviewed thought a display model or drawing of the repository in the newspaper would be useful 

for residents to see. 

Owners of businesses identified as vicinity properties are concerned about their ability to remodel or 

sell their business once they are identified as vicinity properties. The possible effects of remedial 

action construction activities on patronage have some owners concerned that reduced customer access 

and increased traffic may make it more difficult to conduct business and may result in reduced 

income. 

Future Land Use 

Monticello residents have asked what ramifications would occur if the city expanded. Related 

questions involved how close development could come to the final repository. In February 1995, the 

city council expressed the desire to lhave the repository placed as far south and east of Monticello as 

possible to limit impacts on city growth. The county commissioners have voiced concern that using 

the land for a permanent on-site repository would result in loss of revenue because of the withdrawal 

from the tax roll and loss of water rights. 

The Monticello Site-Specific Advisory Board (SSAB) has formed a subcommittee to look at land-use 

options (for more information on the SSAB, see page 20). Many residents, as well as city and county 

officials, have suggested that the millsite lbe used for further expansion of the golf course. 

Project Cost and1 Duration 

The duration and cost of the project is a community concern. Many residents question the need for 

the number of supervisors on jobs. A segment of Ithe population firmly believes that the tailings are 

not a threat and that such a high level of cleanup is a waste of money. One county official questioned 

the need for a year-long public involvement in reassessment of the disposal alternatives, stating that 

DOE should stop wasting time and money and just clean it up. Several residents wondered if the 

risks really Justify the amount of money being spent on cleanup and want the agencies to do 
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everything they can to perform the cleanup with the least amount of money. The lengthy remediation 

of Clay Hill1 Drive, a residential road near the millsite that was termed "the million dollar highway" 

by a local citizen, has contributed to the belief that DOE is wasting money. 

Emergency Equipment 

The San Juan County commission has asked that a sufficient amount of funding be provided to both 

the county and the Health Care Services District for emergency equipment, vehicles, and training for 

response to the cleanup projects. 

Native American Concerns 

The concerns of Native Americans regarding disposal at the White Mesa Mill near Blanding are no 

longer an issue. However, the Native Americans do have concerns regarding disposal at the 

Monticello repository site. These concerns include the general impact of the repository on the area 

population, livestock, the environment, and the lhealth and safety of the public. Native Americans 

still want to be involved in the Site Specific Advisory Board andl are determined to maintain a high 

levell of representation on the Board and at meetings in Washington, DC. 

Native Americans are concerned that the decision to dispose of the tailings in Monticello could be 

overturned. The Native Americans are also concerned about equal job opportunities and want DOE to 

be more sensitive about hiring practices. 

Native Americans have differing opinions on the need for translated information; however, they agree 

that the information needs to be developed in an easily understandable format. Other residents 

expressed similar concerns. 

Enforcement 

Some property owners have expressed concern about requirements of cleanup under CERCLA. Some 

owners do not want remedial action on their property and are concerned about their ability to sell 

their property and the impact on property values. 

Cleanup 

Vicinity property owners are most directly affected during remedial action and are concerned about 

disruption of their normal routine, noise and dust during construction, and restoration of their 
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property following remediation. Length of time for cleanup and knowing when the cleanup will occur 

were also cited as concerns. 

Satisfaction with work performed was mixed. Most owners interviewed were generally pleased with 

the work that was done. The majority of residents interviewed said DOE contacts were lhelpful and 

pleasant to work with. Several residents cited improvements over the lpast year due to the new owner 

relations representative. 

Ground-Water Concerns 

Residents, including a county commissioner, felt they were not as informed about the surface- and 

ground-water project as the other Monticello projects. Native Americans and local citizens have 

expressed concern about the potential contamination of Montezuma Creek and possible detriment to 

the environment and to livestock. Residents were not as concerned about creek contamination 

downstream of the millsite because the creek water is not used for domestic purposes and is limited in 

other use. 

Access and Compensation 

Interviewees expressed interest in the access and compensation issues associated with existing and1 

expanded monitoring activities. Property owners who currently have monitoring wells on their llands 

were interested in monetary compensation for property access. They were also concerned about 

advance notification when DOE and its contractors need to access the land to lperform monitoring. 

D. Community Relations History a n d  Highnights of the Program 
Historv 
Community rellations activities at Monticelllo began in 1980 with site visits and meetings by the 

Department of Energy with the city manager, San Juan County commissioners, State of Utah 

representatives, and individual property owners. News releases were issued to inform the general 

public of events andl pertinent information relative to the Monticello projects. In addition, DOE 
provided general information briefings. A chronological summary of key events follows: 

0 Community Relations Plan-1987 

0 Federal Faciilities Agreement between DOE, EPA, and the State of Utah-1989 

0 Information repository and administrative record1 established in Monticello-I989 
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Q Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study - Environmental Assessment and Opportunity to 

Comment-1989 
8 Record of Decision for OU I and 11-1990 

Q Updated Community Relations Plan- 1990 

8 Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact and Floodplain Statements of Findings-1990 

Q Updated Community Relations Plan-1991 

Q Reassessment of disposal alternatives-1993 

8 Site-Specific Advisory Board formed- 1993 

@ Toll-free telephone number established4993 
8 Established government-to-government relations with White Mesa Utes- 1994 

@ Interim Community Relations Plan Update-1994 

Q Original 1990 Record of Decision upheld-I994 

Recent Hiphlishts 

In 1993, DOE increased its public involvement efforts in order to obtain community opinion as part 

of the decision-making process for key issues related to the Monticello projects. These efforts 

included holding nine public meetings and three lpublic availability sessions; conducting three sets of 

community interviews; issuing 17 press releases to the local media; sending three mass mailings of 

informational updates on the disposal alternatives; establishing an SSAB that represents the diversity 

of interests in San Juan County and has held 18 SSAB meetings; and holding frequent meetings with 

the San Juan County commissioners and Monticelllo and Blanding city council1 members. 

E. Community Relations Objectives, Activities, and Timing 
Qbiect ives 

The following objectives are based on the issues and information needs previously identified. 

1. Continue communication among the parties to the Federal Facilities Agreement and other involved 

agencies. Coordinate DOE activities with other agencies to ensure that all1 appropriate parties are kept 

informed and are part of the review process. 

2. Provide key local and State officials with technical information and inform them of DOE activities 

before public disclosure. 
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3. Keep the general public informed of activities, risks, and progress of Monticello projects. Provide 

opportunities for two-way communication and1 opportunities to be involved in the decision-making 

process. 

4. Provide a process for receiving and responding to questions from citizens. 

Stakeholders 
d 

d 

e 

0 

eJ 

0 

Q 

e 

Q 

0 

Q 

e 

Q 

0 

Citizens of Monticello, Blanding, and Bluff, Utah 
Native American communities 

General public using the Highway 191 transportation corridor from Monticello to Blanding 

Local media 

Local county government 

Local city governments 

Local elementary and secondary schools 

State governmental agencies 

Congressional delegat ion 

Elected State of Utah officials 

Federal agencies 

Environmental' organizations 

Business owners 

Service organizations 
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General Public Involvement Activities for All MonticeBh Roi& 

This section contains general public involvement activities that apply to all Monticello projects. The 

section is later divided into three project sections: Public Involvement Activities for Operable Units I 
and I1 (Mill Tailings and Millsite Property and Peripheral Properties); Public Involvement Activities 

for Operable Unit I11 (Monticello Surface and Ground Water) and Public Involvement Activities for 

Monticello Vicinity Properties. The project sections provide more specific information on the 

activities and timing for the specific projects. 

1. Briefings for Local Officials and Key Business Groups 

Provide briefings on project issues to local officials and key business groups through regular 

telephone calils and/or meetings. 

Concerns Addressed: 

Briefings with local officials and key business groups will address specific and general stakeholder 

concerns. 

Targeted Groups: 

Local county government, ilocai city government, State governmental agencies, congressional 

delegation. elected State of Utah officials, business owners. 

Timing: Generally monthly and as needed or requested by targeted groups. 

2. Briefings for Native Americans 

DOE will1 communicate either by telephone or through meetings to inform tribal representatives of 

DOE activities and allow for two-way communication. Informational materials will be provided to 

tribal1 representatives for presentation at community meetings, if requested. Informational materials 

will he translated upon request. 

Concerns addressed: 

Regular briefings will address Native American concerns on health risks, ground-water protection, 

transportation impacts, and economic impacts. 
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Targeted groups: 

Native American communities (White Mesa Ute, Blue Mountain Dine, and Westwater Navajo). 

Timing: Generally quarterly and as needed or requested. 

3. Small Group Meetings 

Stakeholders may request DOE staff to meet with small groups of citizens. These meetings will1 allow 

DOE to receive first-hand1 information from interested citizens. 

Concerns addressed: 

Small group meetings will1 address specific and general stakeholder concerns. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: As needed or requested by stakeholders. 

4. Site-Specific Advisory Board (SSAB) Meetings 

The Monticello SSAB is an independent forum that can facilitate timely, direct, contact between the 

public, State, and Federal agencies; communicate issues related to DOE-Grand Junction Projects 

Office environmental activities; develop and1 provide recommendations to all involved parties to 
ensure the community’s needs are met; and expedite completion of the entire project to the 

community’s satisfaction. DOE, EPA, and the State of Utah initially selected the members with 

techniques such as public meetings, community interviews and discussions with local officials, press 

releases, and a recruiting advertisement. The Board ratified the selections. 

The SSAB for the Monticello Remedial Action Project and Monticello Vicinity Properties Project held 

its first meeting in INovemher 1993. The Board currently has 1l8 members. Meetings are held1 at 

6:30 p.m. on the third Tuesday of every month either at the Monticello City ofcice at 17 North 100 

East, Monticello. Utah. or at the Blanding City Ofice at 50 West 100 South, Blanding, Utah. 
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DOE will support the Monticello Site-Specific Advisory Board (SSAB) in its deliberations on 
Monticello project issues. The SSAB will also be the focal point for input on decision-making related 

to future land use, employment, education, and other environmental management topics. 

Concerns addressed: 

SSAB meetings will address concerns regarding health risks, economic impacts, cleanup, ground 

water, surface water, and transportation. Meetings will also address Native American concerns. 

Targeted groups: 

Local county and city government, local media, Native American communities, and citizens of 

Monticello, Blanding, and Bluff, Utah. 

Timing: Scheduled for the third Tuesday of every month. 

5. h c t  Sheets, Informational Updates, and Technical Summarits 

Fact sheets, informational updates, and technical summarid will be prepared for public distribution to 

keep the community informed of the status and issues associated with cleanup actions. An 

information sheet will also be developed to address results of monitoring individual homes for radon. 

Fact sheets will be developed on the following general topics: 

e Radiation 

CERCLA ,process 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, cleanup, and enforcement. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Summer through Fall 1995 

6. Public Availability Sessions 

Public Availability sessions will be held to identify and answer citizen concerns. Availability sessions 
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are opportunities for stakeholders to meet with project managers in an informal setting. Specific 

times and activities are listed under the specific project subsections. 

Concerns addressed: 

Availability sessions can address noted concerns and provide a forum for the identification of new 

issues and concerns. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: As needed or requested. 

7. Puhlic Meetings 

Puhlic meetings will be held on an as-required basis. Unless required, availability sessions will be 

held in place of public meetings to allow for more informal discussion with stakeholders. 

Recommended meeting locations are in Attachment 11. 

Concerns addressed: 

Puhlic meetings could address potentially all noted concerns related to a specific step in the CERCLA 

process or a technical milestone. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: As required. 

8. Display Ads 

To announce applicahle puhlic comment lperiods, display ads will be prepared and placed in local 

newspapers. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 
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Timing: As needed 

9. NewsReleases 

General information will lbe provided to the lpublic through news releases supplied to the llocal media 

for significant events. Media representatives will lbe invited to public meetings and to observe work in 

progress. DOE will prepare a monthly column for publication in the llocal newspaper to update 

residents on the status of the cleanup activities and to answer citizens' questions of broad interest to 

stakeholders. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, transportation impacts, economic impacts, project cost and duration, 

enforcement, cleanup actions. and surface and ground water. 

Targeted groups: 

Alil stakeholders. 

Timing: As needed; the newspaper column will be published monthly. 

10. Radio Talk Shows 

Participation in radio talk shows will be sought to provide information and to receive comments and 

questions from citizens about the cleanup projects. 

Concerns addressed: 

Talk shows could potentiallly address all noted concerns. 

Targeted groups: 

Citizens of Monticello, Blanding, and Bluff, Utah. 

Timing: As needed or requested. 

11. Mailing Lists 
Key contacts on the master mailing list (Attachment I) wil. ,e sent copies of reports, updates, fact 

sheets, etc. The master list will1 be updated as information changes or as new or additional 
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information requests are received. A mass mailing list for residents of Monticello and other San Juan 

County residents will also be maintained and updated in coordination with the Agency for Toxic 

Substances and Disease Registry. This list will1 be used for community-wide distribution of 

informational materials. 

Targeted groups: 

All1 stakeholders. 

Timing: 

Updated twice a month. 

12. Information Re~itories/Administrative Record 

DOE will continue to maintain and update information related to the Monticello cleanup projects at 

the administrative record llocation and primary information repository located at the Monticello Area 

Oftice. Another information repository lhas been established at the DOE Grand Junction Projects 

Oftice in Grand Junction, Colorado. All information repositories will be updated as activities 

progress. Attachment I1 lpresents the locations for the information repositories and the administrative 

record. 

Targeted groups: 

AI 1 stakeholders . 

Timing: Continuous. 

13. Participation in Community Activities 

DOE will participate in community activities such as the San Juan County Fair and Pioneer Days. 

lDOE will also support local educational programs by participating in science fairs and lproviding 

speakers for classroom presentations and1 community organizations. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, economic impacts, project cost and duration, enforcement, cleanup 

actions, and surface and1 ground water. 
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Targeted groups: 

Citizens of Monticello, Blanding, and Bluff, Utah; local elementary and secondary schools; service 

organizations; business owners; and environmental organizations. 

Timing: Throughout the years 1995-1999; as needed or requested. 

14. Use of Local Contractors and Supplies 

Whenever possible, DOE will attempt to maximize local hiring and increase and diversify the use of 

local goods and services, including coordination with the State of Utah Job Services, located in 

Blanding. Utah. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding economic impacts. 

Targeted groups: 

Citizens of Monticello, Blanding, and Bluff, Utah; Native American communities; business owners; 

service organizations; local county government; and local1 city governments. 

Timing: Continuous. 

15. Information Contact 

The DOE Monticello Site IManager and Grand Junction Projects Office Public Affairs Specialist will 

serve as the lprimary information contacts to respond directly to public inquiries regarding project 

activities. The DOE Site Manager and the DOE Public Affairs Specialist will handle all inquiries from 

the lpuhlic and the media and will coordinate advities with EPA and State of Utah community 

relations staffs. If further information is needed to respond1 to an inquiry, the request will be referred 

to the appropriate DOE Remedial Project Manager. Public inquiries or concerns can also be directed 

to the Community Relations Coordinator at the Monticello Area Office. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, transportation impacts, road damage, economic impacts, project cost 

and duration, emergency equipment, enforcement, cleanup, surface and ground water, and access to 

private property. 
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Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Continuous. 

16. Toll-Free Number 

DOE has established a toll-free telephone number for the convenience of San Juan County citizens. 

The number is 1-800-269-7145, and connects Utah residents directly with the Department of Energy 

in Grand Junction. Citizens with questions, comments, or concerns about the projects may call the 

to 1'1 -free nu mb er . 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks. transportation impacts, road1 damage, economic impacts, project cost 

and duration. emergency equipment. enforcement, cleanup, surface and ground water, and access to 

private property. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Continuous. 

17. Local Office 

As of March 1, 1995, the DOE Site Manager will be available at the Monticello Area Office to 

answer any questions or concerns. The Monticello office number is 801-587-2615. Staff members 

are availlable at the Monticello Area Office on a full-time basis from 8:OO a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday 

through Friday. A Community Relations Coordinator is now based in Monticello to assist with 

outreach activities. Residents can contact the office for printed information materials on all Monticello 

lprojects. The DOE Site Manager will be able to answer general questions or concerns. Citizens may 

contact either the Monticello Area Office or the DOE Grand Junction Projects Office to register 

concerns or complaints or to seek additional project information. 

I 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, transportation impacts, road damage, economic impacts, project cost 
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and duration, emergency equipment, enforcement, cleanup, surface and ground water, and access and 

compensation. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

I 
I 

Timing: Continuous. 

I 
I 
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Public Involvement Activities for Operable Units I and II 

This section addresses specific activities to be conducted for the Monticello Mill Tailings and Millsite 

Property (OU I) and Peripheral Properties (OLJ 11) and the approximate timing for each activity. 

General activities are discussed in the general activities section. 

1. Briefings for Local Officials and Key Business Groups 

DOE-GJPO will provide briefings on project issues to local officials and key business groups through 

regular telephone calls and/or meetings. Meetings are currently being held with county and1 city 

officials on issues regarding repository design and mitigation of road damage caused by project 

traffic. 

Concerns Addressed: 

Concerns regarding economic impacts, cleanup, road damage, and transportation impacts. 

Targeted Groups: 

Local county government, local city government, State governmental agencies, congressional 

delegation, elected State of Uttah officials and business owners. 

Timing: Generally monthly, and as needed or requested. 

2. Fact Sheets, Informational Updates, and Technical Summaries 

Fact sheets, informational updates, and technical summaries will lbe prepared for public distribution in 

order to keep the community informedl of the status and issues associated with cleanup actions. 

Fact sheets will he developed on the following Millsite and Peripheral Properties topics: 

8 Final1 repository design-summer 1995 
8 Cleanup activities for OU I and OU 11-summer 1995 
8 Risks related to dust, air quality, radon levels-fall1 1995 

@ Milllsite restoration conceptual design-fall 1996 
@ Millsite restoration intermediate design-spring 1998 

@ Millsite restoration pre-final design-February 1999 

8 Millsite restoration pre-construction-fa1 I 1999 
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Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, economic impacts, repository location and visual impacts, ground 

water, cleanup, project cost and1 duration, and transportation impacts. Native American concerns will 

also be addressed. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Summer 1995 through Summer 1999, and as needed. 

3. NewslReleases 

Information on activities for Monticello Mill1 Tailings Site and Peripheral Properties will be provided 

to the public through news releases supplied to the local media for significant events. A regular 

DOE column will be published in the local newspaper on a monthly basis to answer citizens’ 

questions on the millsite and peripheral properties. 

News releases will be issued on the following schedule: 

0 Repository design-summer 1995 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, transportation impacts, economic impacts, project cost and duration, 

enforcement, cleanup, and surface and ground water. Native American concerns will also be 

addressed. 

Targeted groups: 

Citizens of Monticello, Blanding, and Bluff, Utah. 

Timing: News releases will be issued in summer 

published monthly. 

4. Public Availability Sessions 

995 and as needed; a newspaper column will lbe 

Public availability sessions will lbe held to answer citizen concerns. Based upon interest, availability 

sessions will be held on the following schedule: 
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8 Repository design process and schedule-summer 1995 

Transportation impacts of remedial action-spring 1996 

Prior to the initiation of remedial action-summer 1996 or spring 1997 

Millsite restoration conceptual design planning-No later than January 1996 

Concerns addressed: 

Availability sessions could address potentially all noted concerns. 

Targeted groups: 

Citizens of Monticello, Blanding, and Bluff, Utah; local county government; local city government; 

local media; business owners; service organizations; and environmental organizations. 

Timing: Summer 1995 through spring 11997 

5. Display 

A 3dimensional~ model has been developed and will be placed in a convenient location to facilitate 

discussion of the remedial design and allow the community to visualize the repository. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding repository design, visual impacts, environmental protection, health risks, 

transportation impacts, economic impacts, cleanup, and surface and ground1 water. The display will 

also help address Native American concerns. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: 11 995 through 1997 
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Public Hwvohement Activities for Operable Unit 111 - 
MonticelDo Surface and Ground Water 

This section addresses specific activities to be conducted for Monticello Surface and Ground Water 

and the approximate timing for each activity. General activities are discussed in the "General Public 

Involvement Activities for all Monticello Projects" section of this plan. 

1. Fact Sheets, Informational Updates, and Technical Summaries 

Fact sheets, informational updates, and technical summaries will be prepared for public distribution to 

keep the community informed of the status and issues associated with cleanup actions. 

Fact sheets will' be prepared on the following Monticello Surface and Ground Water topics: 

0 General Information on the Monticello Surface and Ground Water project-summer or fall 1995 

0 Risks associated with IMonticello Surface and Ground Water-fall 1996 

0 Engineering EvaluationKost Analysis or interim action decision documents (if warranted)- 

winter or falil 1996 

0 Monticelilo Surface and Ground Water findings and activities-summer 1997 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, economic impacts, ground water, cleanup, and project cost and 

duration. Native American concerns will also he addressed. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Summer 1995 through summer 1997 

2. INews Releases 

Information on IMonticello Surface and Ground Water activities will be provided to the public through 

news releases supplied to the local media for significant events. A DOE column to be published in 

the llocal newspaper will also address ground water issues. 
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News releases will be issued on the following: 

8 Completion of the Work Plan for Monticello Surface and Ground Water investigation and study 

activities-winter 1995 

@ Issuance of Engineering EvaluationKost Analysis or interim decision documents (if warranted)- 

winter or fall 1996 

@ Issuance of the Proposed Plan for cleanup of Monticello Surface and Ground Water- 

spring 1998 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, environment, economic impacts, project cost andl duration, cleanup 

actions, and surface and ground water. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Winter 1995-spring 1998 

3. Wlhlic Meeting 

A public meeting will be held1 to obtain puhlic input and to answer citizens concerns on the following: 

e Release of Ithe Proposed Plan for cleanup of Monticello Surface and Ground Water-spring 1998 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, environment, ground water, and cleanup actions. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Summer 1997 

4. Display Ads 

To announce applicable availability of key documents, public meetings and comment periods, display 

ads will be prepared and placed in local newspapers. Display ads will also be used to advertise the 
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following OU I11 activities: 

0 Completion of Work Plan for surface and ground water investigation and study activities- 

winter 1995 

8 Availability of Engineering EvaluatiodCost Analysis information or interim decision documents 

(if warranted)- winter or fall 1996 

6, Proposed plan for cleanup of Monticello surface and ground water-spring 1998 

@ Record of Decision on cleanup method' for Monticello surface and ground water- fall 1998 

Targeted Groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Winter 1995 through fall 1998 

5. Public Comment Periods 

Public comment periods will be established for the following: 

@ Engineering evaluationkost analysis or interim decision documents for Monticello Surface and 

Ground Water (if warranted)-spring-fall 1996 

e Proposed Plan for cleanup of Monticello Surface and Ground' Water-spring 1998 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns related to surface and ground water, health risks, project cost and duration, and cleanup. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Spring 11996 through spring 1998 

6. IResponsiveness Summary 

Following the public comment period1 on the Proposed Plan for Monticello surface and ground water, 

DOE will prepare a summary of responses to public comments for inclusion in the Record of 

Decision for Monticelilo surface and ground water. A summary of responses to public comments on 
the engineering evaluation/cost analysis will also be developed (if removal action is necessary). 
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Concerns addressed: 

Concerns related to surface and ground water, health risks, project cost and duration, and cleanup. 

Targeted groups: 

All1 stakeholders. 

Timing: Winter through fall 1996, summer 1998 
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Public Involvernewt Activities for Monticello Vicinitv Promdies Roi& 

This section addresses specific activities to lbe conducted for the Monticello Vicinity Properties WVP) 
Project and the approximate timing for each activity. General activities are discussed in the "General 

Public Involvement Activities for all Monticello Projects" section of this plan. 

1. Fact Sheets, Informational Updates, and Technical Summaries 

Fact sheets, informational updates, and technical summaries will be prepared for public distribution in 

order to keep the community informed of the status and issues associated with cleanup actions. An 

information sheet will also be developed to address results of monitoring individual homes for radon. 

Fact sheets will lbe developed on the following MVP topics: 

8 Monticello Vicinity Property cleanup process-summer 1995 

8 Sampling and Monitoring activities for vicinity properties-fall 1995 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks, economic impacts, ground water, cleanup, project cost and duration, 

transportation impacts. Native American concerns will also be addressed. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Summer through fall 1995. 

2. Briefings for Home Owners on Sampling and/or Monitoring Results 

As part of regular business practice, a follow-up explanation of the results of home sampling or 

monitoring activities will he provided through a nontechnical informational sheet that will be mailed 

along with the sampling and monitoring results. The information sheet will1 include the name of an 

individual1 to contact for further information or to schedule a personal briefing. A member of the 

community relations staff will attend the briefing to ensure that the information provided to home 

owners is clear and understandable. 
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Concerns addressed: 

Briefings with home owners will address vicinity property owners’ concerns regarding cleanup and 

health risks. 

Targeted groups: 

Vicinity property owners. 

Timing: As work is conducted. 

3. ILetter to Property chvners 

To identify the location of possible contamination on properties outside the current boundaries of the 

MVP Project, DOE will send a letter to property owners within an 8-mile radius of the millsite except 

for properties that have already been included or excluded. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks and cleanup actions. 

Targeted groups: 

Property owners within an 8-mile radius of the millsite. 

Timing: Summer 1995 

4. Display Ads 

Public notices will he lpuhlishedl in local newspapers seeking information about millsite material that 

may have heen used in construction or properties between 1940 and 1970. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding lhealth risks and cleanup actions. 

Targeted groups: 

All stakeholders. 

Timing: Summer 1995 
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5. Interviews 

DOE will conduct follow-up interviews of individuals who provided information about millsite 

material that may have been used in construction or properties between 1940 and 1970. DOE will 

also interview other knowledgeable persons, such as former millsite employees, local contractors, and 

former city council1 members. 

Concerns addressed: 

Concerns regarding health risks and cleanup actions. 

Targeted groups: 

Former millsite employees, local contractors, and former city council members. 

Timing: Fall 1995 
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F. Attachments 

The following attachments are included with this Community Relations Plan: 

Attachment I- Key Contacts List 

Attachment 11- Meeting Locations and Administrative Record and Information Repository Locations 
Attachment 111-Terms and Abbreviations 
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Attachment I 

Key Contacts List 



Attachment 1 
List of Key Contacts - State of Utah 

U.S. senators 

US. Senator Orrin Hatch or 
United States Senate 
135 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
(202) 224-5251 
(202) 224-6331 FAX 

Ron Madson, State Director 
Office of Senator Orrin Hatch 
51 South University Avenue, Suite 320 
Provo, UT 84606 
(801) 524-4380 
(801) 524-4379 FAX 

U.S. Senator Robert F. Bennett 
United States Senate 
431 Senate Dirksen Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-4403 

No Fax 

or 

(202) 224-5444 

U.S. Congressman 

Gngressman Bill Orton or 
US. House of Representatives 
1122 Longworth House M i c e  Building 
Washington, DC 20515-4403 

(202) 226-7683 FAX 
(202) 225-775 1 

B. State Elected Qffuals 

Governor Michael 0. Leavitt 
210 State Capitol Building 
Salt Lake City, UT 841114 
(801) 538-1000 
(801) 538-1528 FAX 

State Representative Keele Johnson 
Utah House of Representatives 
3 18 State Capitol Building 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 
(801) 538-1029 office 
(801) 538-1908 FAX 

Karen Thorne, Director 
o f f i c e  of Senator Orrin Hatch 
51 South University Avenue, Suite 320 
provo, U T  84606 
(801) 375-7881 
(801)374-5005 FAX 

Robert Dibble 
Office of Senator Omin Hat& 
135 Russell Senate of f i ce  Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
(202) 224-5251 
(202) 224-6331 FAX 

Darin G. Bird, Rural Utah Coordinator 
office of Senator Robert F. Bennett 
4225 Federal Building, 125 South State 
Salt Lake City, UT 84138 
(801) 524-5933 
(8011) 524-5730 FAX 

Niles T. Elwood, State Director 
Office of Congressman Bill Orton 
51 South University Ave., Suite 317 
Provo, UT 84606 
(801) 379-2500 
(801) 379-2509 FAX 

State Senator Mike Dmitrich 
Utah State Senate 
319 State Capitol Building 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 
(801) 636-2210 
(801) 538-1414 FAX 
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C. LmalOf'ficials 

City of Monticello 
17 North 1st East/PO Box 457 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2271 
(801) 587-2272 FAX 
City Administrator: Trent Schafer 

Monticello Planning Commission 
City of Monticello 
17 North 1st East/PO Box 457 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2271 
(801) 587-2272 FAX 

City of Blanding 
50 west 100 south 
Blanding, UT 8451 1 
(801) 678-2791 
(801) 678-3312 FAX 
City Manager: Norman Johnson 

D. County Of'fiaals 

San Juan County Commission 
117 South Main Street 
Monticello, UT 84535 . 
(801) 587-3225 
(801) 587-2447 FAX 

Bret Hostler, Chairman 
San Juan County Economic Development Board 
50 West 100 South 
Blanding, UT 8451 1 
(801) 678-279 1 
(801) 678-3312 FAX 

E. State and Local Agencies - Utah 
Kent Gray, Director 
Div. of Environmental Response 
& Remediation 
168 North 1950 West 
Salt Lake City, UT 841 16 
(801) 536-4100 
(801) 536-4242 FAX 

Mayor - Ms. Bernie Christensen (Acting) 
City Council: Craig R. Leavitt 
Russell Schafer 
John Black 
Dan Rogers 

Dale Black, Chairperson 
Mike Eldred 
Karen Moore 
Rye Nielson 
Bob Southards 

Mayor - The Honorable James K. Slavens 
City Council: Wayne Palmer 
Lou Mueller 
Kim Acton 
Mike Northern 
Stan Perkins 

County Commissioners - 
J. Tyron Lewis, Chairman 
Mark Maryhoy 
Bill Redd 

County Administrator: Rick Bailey 

Brad Johnson, Branch Manager, CERCLA 
Div. of Environmental Response 
& Remediation 
168 North 1950 West, Room 212 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116 
(801) 536-4100 
(801) 536-4242 FAX 
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Dianne Nielson, PhD, Executive Director 
Utah Department of Environmental Quality 
168 North 1950 West 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116 
(801) 536-4400 
(801) 536-4401 FAX 

I 

Brent Everett 1 Environmental ~rogram Manager 
Utah Department of Environmental Quality 
168 North 1950 West 

1 Salt Lake City, UT 84116 
(801) 536-4100 
(801) 536-4242 FAX 

1 Renette Anderson, Community Affairs 

1 
Utah Department of Environmental Quality 
168 North 1950 West 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116 

I (801)5364478 
(801) 536-4401 FAX s 

1 Jim Adamson 
Southeastern Utah District. Health Dept. 
Drawer E 11 Moab, UT 84532 
(801) 259-5602 
(801) 259-3739 FAX (courthouse) 

Susan Taylor, Economic/Tourism 
Development 

(SEE SITE SPECIFIC ADVISORY BOARD) 

I Ken Adair, Region IV 
Utah Department of Transportation 
1345 South 350 West 

Richfield, UT 84701 
(80 1 ) 896-950 1 1 (801) 896-6458 FAX 

lI POBOX700 

Bill Sinclair, Director Div. of Rad Control 
Utah Department of Environmental Quality 
168 North 1950 West, Room 212 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116 
(801) 536-4250 
(801) 533-4097 FAX or 
alternate (801) 531-8128 FAX 

Ty Howard, Project Manager 
Utah Department of Environmental Quality 
168 North 1950 West, 1st Floor 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116 
(801) 536-4100 
(801) 359-8853 FAX or 
alternate (801) 536-4242 FAX 

Diane Simmons, Community Relations Specialist 
Utah Department of Environmental Quality 
168 North 1950 West 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116 
(801) 536-4480 
(801) 536-4401 FAX 

Gail Glover, Dean of Administrative and 
Student Services 
College of Eastern Utah San Juan Campus 
639 West 100 South 
Blanding, UT 8451 1 - 
(801) 678-2201 
(801) 678-2220 FAX 

Dr. Lewis Kay Shumway 
Dean of Instruction 
College of IEastern Utah San Juan Campus 
639 West 100 South 
Blanding, UT 8451 1 
(801) 678-2201 
(801) 678-2220 FAX 
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F. U.S. Government Agencies/Wemddiil Action Contractor 

I U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry 

Robert Duprey, Director 
Waste Management Division 
U.S. EPA Region VIII 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 294- 1720 
(303) 293-1724 FAX 

Marjorie G. Gallagher 
Environmental Engineer 
Agency for Toxic Substances 
& Disease Registry 
Executive Park, Building 33 
1600 Clifton Road, E-56 
Atlanta, GA 30333 
(404) 639-6040 
(404) 639-6075 FAX 

Richard Graham 
U.S. EPA Region VIII 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 391-6938 
(303) 293-0988 FAX 

Mike Holmes 
U.S. EPA Region VI11 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 294- 1 14 1 
(303) 294-7665 FAX 

r 

Susan Muza 
Agency for Toxic Substances & 
Disease Registry 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 391-6919 
(303) 294-6926 FAX 

Mario Robles, Remedial Project Manager 
U.S. EPA Region VI11 (8HWM-FF) 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 294-1972 
(303) 294-7559 FAX 

Sheldon Muller 
U.S. EPA Region VIII 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 294-753 1 
(303) 294-7653 FAX 

Paul Mushovic, Remedial Project IManager 
U.S. EPA Region VI11 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 

(303) 294-7559 FAX 
(303) 294- 1983 
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C. Jay Silvernale 
U.S. EPA Region VIH 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 294-7079 
(303) 294-7559 FAX 

Glenn Tucker 
Agency for Toxic Substances & 
Disease Registry 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 
(303) 39 1-69 18 
(303) 294-6926 FAX 

William P. Yellowtail 
Regional Administrator 
U.S. €PA Region VI11 
999 18th Street, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80202-2466 

(303) 294-7537 FAX 
(303) 293-1616 



I u. s. Ikpartmmt of Energy 

Audrey Berry, Public Affiirs Specialist 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Grand Junction Projects Office 
PO Box 2567 
Graad Junction, CO 81502 

(970) 248-6023 FAX 
(970) 248-7727 

Joel Berwick 
Monticello Area Project Manager 
U.S. Department of Energy 
PO Box 909 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2615 
(801) 587-2672 FAX 

Vernon Cromwell, Project Manager 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Grand Junction Projects Office 
PO Box 2567 
Grand Junction, CO 81502 

(970) 248-6023 FAX 
(970) 248-7735 

Ron Kowalewski, EM-451 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Clover1 eaf 
19901 Germantown Road, Room 2129 
Gemantown, MD 20874-1290 
(301) 903-7652 
(301) 903-3877 FAX 

I 

Jake Gatrell, EM-451 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Office of Environmental Restoration 
Cloverleaf 
19901 Germantown Road, Room 2135 
Germantown, MD 20874-1290 
(301) 903-7221 
I(301) 903-3877 FAX 

Ralph Lightner, Branch Chief 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Office of Environmental Restoration 
Cloverleaf 
19901 Germantown Road, Room 2153 
Germantown, MD 20874-11290 
(301) 903-3850 
(301) 903-3877 FAX 

Ned Larsen 
U.S. Department of Energy 
office of Environmental Restoration 

19901 Germantown Road 
Germantown, MD 20874-1290 

I Cloverleaf 

(301) 903-3850 I (301) 903-3877 FAX 

Bernie Pleau 
Media Affairs Specialist-OIEA 

Albuquerque Operations Office 
PO Box 5400 
Albuquerque, NM 871 15 
(505) 845-595 1 
(505) 845-5438 FAX 

~ US. Department of Energy 

Mary AM Rondinella, Project Manager 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Grand Junction Projects Office 
PO Box 2567 
Grand Junction, CO 81502 
(970) 248-6077 
(970) 248-6023 FAX 
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Grand Junction ?Projects Office 
I Rust ceotech 

Duane L. Renberger 
Acting Vice President of Operations 
Rust Geotech 
POBOX 14Ooo 
Grand Junction, CO 81502 
(970) 248-7615 
(970) 248-6040 FAX 

I Karen S. Scotti 
Community Relations officer 
Rust Geotech 
Po Box 14Ooo 
Grand Junction, CO 81501 
(970) 248-6403 
(970) 248-6040 FAX 

Wanda S. Busby 
Monticello Program Manager 
Rust Geotech 
PO Box 14OOO 
Grand Junction, CO 81502 

(970) 2486040 FAX 
(970) 248-7707 

Melissa Graham-Morris 
Sr. Community Welations Specialist 
Rust Geotech 
PO Box 14Ooo 
Grand Junction, CO 81502 
(970) 248-6141 
(970) 248- 6040 FAX . 

Melissa A. Hayes 
Community Relations Specialist 
Rust Geotech 
PO Box 14OOO 
Grand Junction, CO 81502 
(970) 248-6393 
(970) 248-6040 FAX 

Jeri Krouskop 
Community Relations Coordinator 
Rust Geotech 
Monticello Area Office 
95 'h S. Main 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2615 
(801) 587-2672 FAX 
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G. Environmental, Conservation, and Other Organizations 

Colorado Plateau Public Lands Director 
The Nature Conservancy 
Moab Project Office 

Moab, UT 84532-1329 
(801) 259-4629 

I PO Box 1329 

1 (801) 259-2677 FAX 

I Division of Wildlife Resources 

1' (801) 637-3310 

Mr. Ben Morris 
Habitat Biologist 

455 West Railroad 
Price, UT 84501 

(801) 637-7361 FAX 

I scott Groene 
Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance 
PO Box 758 

Moab, UT 84532 
1 76 s Main #4 

(801) 259-5440 
No FAX 1 
Western Governors' Association 
Ronald Ross, Propam IManager 
600 17th Street, Suite 1705, South Tower 
Denver, CO 80202-5452 I 

I (303) 534-7309 FAX 
(303) 623-9378 

1 
I 
I 

Ms. Jody Lally 
Boston University School1 of Public Health 
Department of Environmental Health 
Talbot 3C 
80 East Concord Street 
Boston, MA 02 1 I9 
(617) 638-4620 
(617) 638-4857 FAX 

' 

Zan Sharp 
Sharp Transportation 
PO Box 3452 

(801) 2454053 
Logan, UT 84323-3452 

Western Network 
616 Don Gaspar 
Santa Fe, NM 87501 
(505) 982-9805 

Intermountain Contractor 
Am: Peggy 
1743 West Alexander St. 
West Valley City, UT 84119 
(801) 972-4400 

Suie  Peebles, President 
Monticelllo Chamber of Commerce 
c/o Wagon Wheel Pizza 
165 South Main 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2766 

Don Burchett, Chief of Real Estate 
~ 'U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
1 PO Box 2288 

Mohile, AL 36652 
(205) 47 1-5966 
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H. Site-Specific Advisory Board 

Monticello Sitespecific Advisory Board 
Monticello Area Office 
Abajo Building, 95 Ih South Main 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2615 

Chairperson: Dale Slade 
Vice-Chairperson: Trent Schafer 

Secretary: Rita Walker 
Monticello City Office 
17 North 1st East 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2271 office 
(8011) 587-2272 FAX 

Other SSAB Members: 
Bruce Adam 
Roy Atcitty 
Norman Begay 
John K. Black 
Cleal Bradford 
Elaine Cantsee 
William G. Dunow, Jr. 
C. Alfred Frost 
Norman L. Johnson 
Lula Katso 
Dick Neztsosie ' Ted Royer 
Nick Sandberg 
Susan Taylor 
Maryleen Tahy 
Darroll P. Young 
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I. Media 

Bill Boyle, PublisherEditor 
San Juan Record 
937 East Highway 666 
PO Box 879 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-22.77 
(801) 587-2421 FAX 

lNeil and Becky J o s h ,  Publishers 
Blue Mountain Panorama 

Blanding, UT 8451 1 
(801) 678-3635 or 800-910-NEWS 

329 West 400 North (42-12) 

(801) 678-2886 FAX 

Phil Hall, Editorial Board 
Canyon Echo 
PO Box 410 
Bluff, UT 84512 
(801) 672-2202 

Phil Mueller 
KUTA Radio 
North Highway 191 
Blanding, UT 84511 
(801) 678-2261 
(801) 678-2262 FAX 

Tom Arviso, Jr., Managing Editor 
INavajo Times 
PO Box 310 
Window Rock, AZ 865154310 
(602) 871-6641 
(602) 871-7359 FAX 

Jim Woolf 
Salt Lake City Tribune 
143 South Main 
Salt Lake City, UT 841 1 1  
(80 1) 237-2045 
(801) 521-9418 FAX 

Brent Isrealson 
Deseret News 
PO Box 1257 
Salt Lake City, UT 84110 
(801) 237-2800 
(801) 237-2121 FAX 

KNDN (Cortez Area) 
American Indian Radio Station 
1515 West Main 
Farminson, NM 87401 
(505) 325- 1996 
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J. Administrative Record/lnforrnation Wepi ta r ies  

I Jeri Krouskop 
Administrative Record 
U.S. Depamnent of Energy 
Monticello Area office 
95 'h South Main 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2615 
(801) 587-2672 FAX 

Carol VerValin 
Information Repository 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Grand Junction Projects Office 
DOE Reading Room 
2597 B 36 Road 
Grand Junction, CO 81503 
(970) 2486000 
(970) 248-6040 FAX 

K. Business Stakeholders 

Energy Fuels Nuclear, Inc. 
2564 Compass Drive 
Suite 101 
Grand Junction, CO 81506 
(970) 243-1968 
(970) 243-1973 FAX 

L. Native American Stakeholders 

Envirowe of Utah, Inc. 
46 West Broadway 
Suite 240 
Salt Lake City, UT 84101 
(801) 532-1330 
(801) 537-7345 FAX 

Executive Director (vacant) 
White Mesa Ute Board 
Elaine Cantsee 
White Mesa Ute Representative 
Ute Mountain Ute Indian Tribe 
Tribal Office Complex . 
White Mesa 
Blanding, Utah 
801 678-3397 

Ms. Lula Katso 
See Section H 
Site-Specific Advisory Board 

Judy Knight-Frank, Tribal Chairperson 
Ute Mountain Ute Indian Tribe 
Tribal Office Complex 
Towaoc, CO 81334 

no FAX 
(303) 565-375 1 

Cullen Battle 
Fahian & Clendenin 
Twelfth Floor 
215 South State Street 
PO Box 510210 
Salt Lake City, UT 84151 
(801) 531-8900 
(801) 532-3370 FAX 

Stan BronsonNinston Mason 
AVIKAN 
Native American Foundation 
3 East Center Street 
Blanding, UT 8451 1 
(801) 678-3230 
(801) 678-3939 FAX 

Maryltwn Tahy 
Blue Mountain Dine 
439 South Main (76-6) 
Blanding, UT 84511 
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Attachment II 

Meeting Locations and Administrative Record 
and 

Information Repository Locations 
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Attachmeant I% 
Locations for Meetings and Information Repositories 

Administrative Record 

Monticello Area office 
Abajo Building, 95% South Main 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2615 

Information Repositories 

Monticello Area Office 
Abajo Building, 95% South Main1 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2615 

Meeting Locations 

Monticello High School 
164 South 2nd West 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-2465 

Monticello Area Office 
Abajo Building, 95% South Main 
Monticello. UT 84535 
(801) 587-2615 

San Juan County Courthouse 
117 South Main Street 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-223 1 

U.S. Depamnent of Energy 
Grand Junction Projects Office 
DOE Reading Room 
2597 B% Road 
Grand Junction, CO 81502 
(303) 2486000 

Blanding City Mice 
50 West 100 South 
Blanding, UT 84511 
(801) 678-2791 

Edge of the Cedars Museum 
660 West 400 North 
Blanding, UT 84511 
(801) 678-2238 

San Juan lHigh School 
311 North 100 East 
Blanding, UT 8451 1 
(801) 678-2291 

IMonticello City Office 
17 North 1st IEiN 
Monticello, UT 84535 
(801) 587-227 1 
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Attachment HI 

Terms and Abbreviations 
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Apsc 
Ant 
AIRAIR 
ATSDR 
CERCLA 
ClFR 
CRP 
DQE 
EA 
IEPA 
ESP) 
I T A  
FQNSI 
Fs 
FUSRAP 
FY 
G m  
MMTS 
MRAP 
MSGRAB 
M W  
NEF'A 
NCP 
NIPL 
ou 
RA 
RD 
RH 
ROD 
SARA 
SFMP 
SSAB 

Attachment ][%I 
Terms amdl Abbreviations 

U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
Administrative Record 
Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirement 
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
Code of Federal Regulations 
Community Relations Plan 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Environmental Assessment 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Explanation of Significant Difference 
Federal Facilities Agreement 
Finding of No Significant Impact 
Feasihility Study 
Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program 
Fiscal Year 
Grand Junction Projects Office 
Monticello Mill Tailings Site 
Monticello Remedial Action Project 
Monticello Surface- and Ground'-Water Remedial Action Project 
Monticello Vicinity Properties 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan 
National Priorities List 
Operahle Unit 
Remedial Action 
Remedial Design 
Remedial Investigation 
Record of Decision 
Superfbnd Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986 
Surplus Facilities Management Program 
Sitespecific Advisory Board 
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